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Whereas students are not routinely receiv-

ing effective fire safety education through-
out their entire college careers; 

Whereas it is vital to educate future gen-
erations in the United States about the im-
portance of fire safety to help ensure the 
safety of young people during their college 
years and beyond; and 

Whereas by educating a generation of 
adults about fire safety, future loss of life 
from fires may be significantly reduced: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates September 2007 as ‘‘Campus 

Fire Safety Month’’; and 
(2) encourages administrators of institu-

tions of higher education and municipali-
ties— 

(A) to provide educational programs about 
fire safety to all students during ‘‘Campus 
Fire Safety Month’’ and throughout the 
school year; 

(B) to evaluate the level of fire safety 
being provided in both on- and off-campus 
student housing; and 

(C) to take the necessary steps to ensure 
fire-safe living environments through fire 
safety education, installation of fire suppres-
sion and detection systems, and the develop-
ment and enforcement of applicable codes re-
lating to fire safety. 

f 

NATIONAL FIRST RESPONDER 
APPRECIATION DAY 

The resolution (S. Res. 215) desig-
nating September 25, 2007, as ‘‘National 
First Responder Appreciation Day,’’ 
was considered and agreed to. The pre-
amble was agreed to. 

The resolution, with its preamble, 
reads as follows: 

S. RES. 215 

Whereas millions of Americans have bene-
fited from the courageous service of first re-
sponders across the Nation; 

Whereas the police, fire, emergency med-
ical service, and public health personnel 
(commonly known as ‘‘first responders’’) 
work devotedly and selflessly on behalf of 
the people of this Nation, regardless of the 
peril or hazard to themselves; 

Whereas in emergency situations, first re-
sponders carry out the critical role of pro-
tecting and ensuring public safety; 

Whereas the men and women who bravely 
serve as first responders have found them-
selves on the front lines of homeland defense 
in the war against terrorism; 

Whereas first responders are called upon in 
the event of a natural disaster, such as the 
tornadoes in Florida and the blizzard in Col-
orado in December 2006, the wildfires in the 
West in 2007, and the flooding in the North-
east in April 2007; 

Whereas the critical role of first respond-
ers was witnessed in the aftermath of the 
mass shooting at the Virginia Polytechnic 
Institute and State University, when the col-
laborative effort of police officers, fire-
fighters, and emergency medical technicians 
to secure the campus, rescue students from 
danger, treat the injured, and transport vic-
tims to local hospitals undoubtedly saved 
the lives of many students and faculty; 

Whereas 670,000 police officers, 1,100,000 
firefighters, and 891,000 emergency medical 
technicians risk their lives every day to 
make our communities safe; 

Whereas these 670,000 sworn police officers 
from Federal, State, tribal, city, and county 
law enforcement agencies protect lives and 
property, detect and prevent crimes, uphold 
the law, and ensure justice; 

Whereas these 1,100,000 firefighters, both 
volunteer and career, provide fire suppres-
sion, emergency medical services, search and 
rescue, hazardous materials response, re-
sponse to terrorism, and critical fire preven-
tion and safety education; 

Whereas the 891,000 emergency medical 
professionals in the United States respond to 
and treat a variety of life-threatening emer-
gencies, from cardiac and respiratory arrest 
to traumatic injuries; 

Whereas these 2,661,000 ‘‘first responders’’ 
make personal sacrifices to protect our com-
munities, as was witnessed on September 11, 
2001, and in the aftermath of Hurricane 
Katrina, and as is witnessed every day in cit-
ies and towns across America; 

Whereas according to the National Law 
Enforcement Officers Memorial Fund, a total 
of 1,649 law enforcement officers died in the 
line of duty during the past 10 years, an aver-
age of 1 death every 53 hours or 165 per year, 
and 145 law enforcement officers were killed 
in 2006; 

Whereas, according to the United States 
Fire Administration, from 1996 through 2005 
over 1500 firefighters were killed in the line 
of duty, and tens of thousands were injured; 

Whereas 4 in 5 medics are injured on the 
job, more than 1 in 2 (52 percent) have been 
assaulted by a patient and 1 in 2 (50 percent) 
have been exposed to an infectious disease, 
and emergency medical service personnel in 
the United States have an estimated fatality 
rate of 12.7 per 100,000 workers, more than 
twice the national average; 

Whereas most emergency medical service 
personnel deaths in the line of duty occur in 
ambulance accidents; 

Whereas thousands of first responders have 
made the ultimate sacrifice; 

Whereas, in the aftermath of the terrorist 
attacks of September 11, 2001, America’s fire-
fighters, law enforcement officers, and emer-
gency medical workers were universally rec-
ognized for the sacrifices they made on that 
tragic day, and should be honored each year 
as these tragic events are remembered; 

Whereas there currently exists no national 
day to honor the brave men and women of 
the first responder community, who give so 
much of themselves for the sake of others; 
and 

Whereas these men and women by their pa-
triotic service and their dedicated efforts 
have earned the gratitude of Congress: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate designates Sep-
tember 25, 2007, as ‘‘National First Responder 
Appreciation Day’’ to honor and celebrate 
the contributions and sacrifices made by all 
first responders in the United States. 

f 

MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—H.R. 2366 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
understand that H.R. 2366 has been re-
ceived from the House and is at the 
desk. I ask for its first reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2366) to reauthorize the vet-
erans entrepreneurial development program 
of the Small Business Administration, and 
for other purposes. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
ask for its second reading and object to 
my own request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. The bill will be read for 
the second time on the next legislative 
day. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to executive session to con-
sider Executive Calendar No. 107; that 
the nomination be confirmed, the mo-
tion to reconsider be laid on the table, 
the President be immediately notified 
of the Senate’s action, and the Senate 
then return to legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The nomination considered and con-
firmed is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

David James Gribbin IV, of Virginia, to be 
General Counsel of the Department of Trans-
portation. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
turn to legislative session. 

The Senator from Nevada. 

f 

COMPREHENSIVE IMMIGRATION 
REFORM ACT OF 2007 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if I could do 
a little bit of business, and I will yield 
to the distinguished Senator from 
Delaware. 

I was going to ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of S. 1639, the immigra-
tion legislation, at a time to be deter-
mined by the majority leader following 
consultation with the Republican lead-
er. However, I am advised there would 
be an objection from the Republican 
side, so I am not going to ask for that 
unanimous consent. 

Therefore, I move to proceed to Cal-
endar No. 208, S. 1639, and I send a clo-
ture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 
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The legislative clerk read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in ac-
cordance with the provisions of rule 
XXII of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, do hereby move to bring to a close 
debate on the motion to proceed to Cal-
endar No. 208, S. 1639, Immigration. 

Ted Kennedy, Russell D. Feingold, Daniel 
K. Inouye, Tom Carper, Sheldon 
Whitehouse, Pat Leahy, Richard J. 
Durbin, Benjamin L. Cardin, Ken 
Salazar, Frank R. Lautenberg, Joe 
Lieberman, Dianne Feinstein, John 
Kerry, Charles Schumer, Ben Nelson, 
B.A. Mikulski. 

Mr. REID. I now ask unanimous con-
sent that the mandatory quorum re-
quired under rule XXII be waived, and 
I therefore withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

CAFE STANDARDS 

Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, today 
we have been discussing in the halls 
and corridors and rooms not far from 
where I many speaking what changes 
we should make with respect to fuel ef-
ficiency standards for cars, trucks, and 
vans. There are a lot of aspects of this 
bill that are important. Few are as im-
portant as what we are going to do 
with respect to fuel efficiency stand-
ards for cars, trucks, and vans, not just 
for the next couple of years but prob-
ably for the next 15 years or so. 

I want to begin my remarks by say-
ing how important I believe manufac-
turing is. We are neighbors. Both Dela-
ware and Pennsylvania have a rich tra-
dition of manufacturing. It is an im-
portant part of our economy and con-
tinues to be. If we are going to be suc-
cessful as a nation in the 21st century, 
it will be because we have retained a 
vibrant manufacturing base, and we 
are in danger of seeing that slip away. 
Part of the manufacturing base in my 
State has been, for 60 years or so, a vi-
brant automobile manufacturing base. 
We have two auto assembly plants in 
northern Delaware. Outside of Wil-
mington is a GM plant where we manu-
facture the Pontiac Solstices and Sat-
urn Sky. We actually export some of 
those Saturn Skys to Europe, and we 
are about to start exporting Saturn 
Skys to South Korea, something we are 
excited about. 

In Newcastle County south of New-
ark along the Maryland line is a Chrys-
ler assembly plant where they used to 
make tanks during World War II. 
Today they make all the Dodge Duran-
gos and all the Chrysler Aspens in the 
world. 

On a per capita basis, we build prob-
ably as many cars trucks, and vans per 
capita in Delaware as any other State. 
We are not a big State, but auto manu-
facturing remains an important part of 
our economic base. 

With that as a background, I want to 
mention the approaching debate on 
CAFE, fuel efficiency standards for our 
vehicular fleet. There are three goals I 

see. The first goal for me—and I hope 
for us—is to reduce the growth of our 
dependence on foreign oil, then stop 
the growth of our dependence on for-
eign oil, and then reduce our depend-
ence on foreign oil. Over 60 percent of 
the oil we use comes from sources be-
yond our borders. We have a trade def-
icit of about $650 billion. Fully one- 
third of that is attributable to our de-
pendence on foreign oil. We need to re-
duce that dependence. 

I was in Iraq the last weekend. We 
have over 150,000 troops there exposed 
and in danger as I speak. Every time I 
fill up the tank of my car with gas, I 
am convinced some of the money I 
spend in buying that gas goes to other 
parts around the world where people 
take our money, and I fear they use it 
to hurt us. We ought to be smarter 
than that. One of the things we clearly 
need to do is to reduce our growing re-
liance on foreign oil and eventually, 
sooner than later, reduce that reliance. 

The second goal for me is to reduce 
harmful emissions, the stuff we put up 
in the air. Whether it is nitrogen oxide, 
carbon monoxide, carbon dioxide, 
which is the greenhouse gas that leads 
to global warming, those emissions 
come out of cars, trucks, and vans. For 
me, goal No. 2 is to reduce the inci-
dence of those emissions. It will im-
prove our health and reduce the threat 
we face from climate change from 
greenhouse gases. 

The third goal for me and in the con-
text of this legislation is to accomplish 
goal No. 1, reduce our reliance on for-
eign oil; accomplish goal No. 2, reduce 
the emission of bad stuff into the air; 
and to do that by not further 
disadvantaging the domestic auto in-
dustry in our State. So those are the 
three goals I have for us. 

I want to take a moment and look 
back to 1975. In 1975, the average mile-
age for cars, trucks, and vans was 
about 14 miles per gallon. For several 
years leading up to 1975, there was a 
prolonged debate on whether we should 
require more fuel-efficient vehicles. I 
have asked my staff to see if we can 
find a little bit of what was being said 
back in the mid-1970s as we debated 
whether to raise over a 10-year period 
fuel efficiency standards from 14 miles 
per gallon to 27.5 miles per gallon for 
cars and roughly 20 miles per gallon for 
light trucks and SUVs. 

This is a comment from one of the 
senior officials at General Motors: 

If this proposal becomes law— 

The increase over 10 years of CAFE 
standards to 27.5 miles per gallon— 

the largest car the industry will be selling 
in any volume at all will probably be small-
er, lighter, and less powerful than today’s 
compact Chevy Nova. 

The Presiding Officer and I are old 
enough to remember what a Chevy 
Nova looked like. I want to tell you, 
when we were driving around the 
streets of Washington, DC, or Delaware 
or Colorado, most of the vehicles out 
there were a lot bigger than a compact 
Chevy Nova, and they were in 1975 as 
well. 

Here is another comment from the 
debate of the mid-1970s on raising 
CAFE standards. This is from a senior 
official at Chrysler in 1974. 

In effect this bill would outlaw a number of 
engine lines and car models, including most 
full size sedans and station wagons. It would 
restrict the industry to producing sub-
compact-size cars, or even smaller ones, 
within 5 years. 

Five years from this was 1979. In 1979, 
we were still making full size sedans 
and station wagons. We were still mak-
ing them in 1985. We are still making 
them today. The idea that we would be 
producing subcompact-size cars within 
5 years or even 25 years, it never hap-
pened. Those are a couple of comments 
that were made in 1974 and 1975, as we 
took up the debate. 

The Congress decided in 1975 to go 
ahead and pass more stringent fuel effi-
ciency standards for cars, trucks, and 
vans. Over a 10-year period we ramped 
up so that by 1985, the car fleet was ex-
pected to achieve on balance 27.5 miles 
per gallon, and for light trucks and 
SUVs about 20 miles per gallon. 

I put up these quotes because a good 
deal of what we have heard from the 
auto industry in recent years, as we 
have debated whether to return to rais-
ing fuel efficiency standards, actually 
sounds a lot like what we heard in 1974 
and 1975. You could almost take away 
the years that are at the bottom of 
each of these quotes, and it would be 
deja vu all over again. 

For the past 22 years since we raised 
CAFE standards, what we have heard 
mostly from the domestic auto indus-
try is, if you raise fuel efficiency stand-
ards further, four things will happen: 
One, the big three—GM, Chrysler, 
Ford—will lose market share, will lose 
money. They will close plants. They 
will cut or eliminate jobs. We have 
heard that for pretty much the last 22 
years, and for the last 22 years we have 
not raised fuel efficiency standards. 

This is a chart where we can see the 
market share for each company. The 
orange share is Chrysler. The green is 
Ford. The blue is GM. This is 1985. Here 
we have 20 years later, 2005. Let me 
just read it. From Chrysler to Diamler- 
Chrysler, when you put that together, 
you get about 13.5 percent market 
share. In effect, Chrysler’s market 
share has actually dropped without any 
change in fuel efficiency standards 
since 1985. Their market share has 
dropped from 1985, if we actually 
backed out Diamler. 

From 1985 to 2005, Ford’s market 
share dropped from 22 percent of sales 
to almost 17 percent. That is without 
any change in CAFE. Over at GM, we 
see market share dropped most precipi-
tously from about 41.5 percent of the 
market in 1958 to 26 percent in 2005. 

I would say these numbers are actu-
ally lower now. Ford is no longer at 17 
percent of market share. Regrettably, 
GM is not at 26 percent market share. 
The market share didn’t drop because 
of increases in CAFE. 

The plants were not closed because of 
increases in CAFE. Hundreds of thou-
sands of people did not lose their jobs 
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